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Abstract

A graph G = (V,E) is total weight (k, k′)-choosable if the following holds:
For any list assignment L which assigns to each vertex v a set L(v) of k real
numbers, and assigns to each edge e a set L(e) of k′ real numbers, there is a
proper L-total weighting, i.e., a map φ : V ∪ E → R such that φ(z) ∈ L(z) for
z ∈ V ∪E, and

∑
e∈E(u) φ(e)+φ(u) 6=

∑
e∈E(v) φ(e)+φ(v) for every edge {u, v}.

A graph is called nice if it contains no isolated edges. As a strengthening of
the famous 1-2-3 conjecture, it was conjectured in [T. Wong and X. Zhu, Total
weigt choosability of graphs, J. Graph Th. 66 (2011),198-212] that every nice
graph is total weight (1, 3)-choosable. The problem whether there is a constant
k such that every nice graph is total weight (1, k)-choosable remained open for
a decade and was recently solved by Cao [L. Cao, Total weight choosability
of graphs: Towards the 1-2-3 conjecture, J. Combin. Th. B, 149(2021), 109-
146], who proved that every nice graph is total weight (1, 17)-choosable. This
paper improves this result and proves that every nice graph is total weight
(1, 5)-choosable.

Key words: Total weight choosability; 1-2-3 conjecture, inner product, Combinatorial
Nullstellensatz, Permanent.
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1 Introduction

Assume G = (V,E) is a graph. In the following, we assume V = {1, 2, . . . , n}, and each
edge is a 2-subset e = {i, j} of V . For i ∈ V , let E(i) be the set of edges incident to i. A
total weighting of G is a mapping φ : V ∪ E → R. A total weighting φ is proper if for any
edge {i, j} of G, ∑

e∈E(i)

φ(e) + φ(i) 6=
∑
e∈E(j)

φ(e) + φ(j).

A proper total weighting φ with φ(i) = 0 for all vertices i is also called a vertex colouring
edge weighting. We say a graph admits a vertex colouring k-edge weighting if there is a
vertex colouring edge weighting using weights from {1, 2, . . . , k}. Karoński,  Luczak and
Thomason [13] first studied vertex colouring edge weighting of graphs. Observe that if G
has an isolated edge, then G does not have a vertex colouring edge weighting. Thus we
restrict to graphs with no isolated edges, which we call nice graphs. Karoński,  Luczak and
Thomason [13] conjectured that every nice graph G has a vertex colouring 3-edge weighting.
This conjecture attracted considerable attention, and is called the 1-2-3 conjecture. It is
not obvious that there is a constant k such that every nice graph admits a vertex colouring
k-edge weighting. Karoński,  Luczak and Thomason [13] proved that there exists 183 real
numbers so that every nice graph has a vertex colouring edge weighting using the 183
real numbers as weights. Then Addario-Berry, Dalal, McDiarmid, Reed and Thomason
[2] showed that every nice graph admits a vertex colouring 30-edge weighting. The upper
bound on k was further reduced to 16 by Addario-Berry, Dalal and Reed [3], and to 13
by Wang and Yu [23]. The current known best result on 1-2-3 conjecture was obtained by
Kalkowski, Karoński and Pfender [12], who proved that every nice graph G admits a vertex
colouring 5-edge weighting.

Total weighting of graphs was first studied by Przyby lo and Woźniak [17]. They defined
τ(G) to be the least integer k such that G has a proper total weighting φ with φ(z) ∈
{1, 2, . . . , k} for z ∈ V ∪ E. They conjectured that τ(G) = 2 for all nonempty graphs G.
The best result concerning this conjecture was obtained by Kalkowski [11], who proved that
every graph G has a proper total weighting φ with φ(i) ∈ {1, 2} for i ∈ V and φ(e) ∈ {1, 2, 3}
for e ∈ E(G).

The list version of edge weighting of graphs was introduced by Bartnicki, Grytczuk and
Niwczyk in [6]. We say a graph G is edge-weight k-choosable if for any list assignment L
which assigns to each edge e a set L(e) of k real numbers as permissible weights, there
exists an edge weighting φ : E(G) → R such that for any edge e = {i, j},

∑
e∈E(i) φ(e) 6=∑

e∈E(j) φ(e). As a generalization of the 1-2-3 conjecture, Bartnicki, Grytczuk and Niwczyk
proposed the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1 Every nice graph is edge-weight 3-choosable.
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The list version of total weighting of graphs was introduced independently by Przyby lo
and Woźniak [18] and by Wong and Zhu in [26]. Suppose ψ : V ∪ E → N+. A ψ-list
assignment of G is a mapping L which assigns to z ∈ V ∪E a set L(z) of ψ(z) real numbers.
Given a total list assignment L, a proper L-total weighting is a proper total weighting φ
with φ(z) ∈ L(z) for all z ∈ V ∪ E. We say G is total weight ψ-choosable (ψ-choosable for
short) if for any ψ-list assignment L, there is a proper L-total weighting of G. We say G is
total weight (k, k′)-choosable ((k, k′)-choosable for short) if G is ψ-total weight choosable,
where ψ(i) = k for i ∈ V (G) and ψ(e) = k′ for e ∈ E(G).

As strengthenings of the 1-2-3 conjecture and the 1-2 conjecture, the following conjec-
tures were proposed in [26].

Conjecture 2 Every nice graph is (1, 3)-choosable.

Conjecture 3 Every graph is (2, 2)-choosable.

It follows from the definition that every (1, k)-choosable graph is edge-weight k-
choosable, and it is also easy to verify that a graph G is (k, 1)-choosable if and only if
G is k-choosable (i.e., for every list assignment L which assigns to each vertex v a set L(v)
of k permissible colours, there is a proper colouring φ of G with φ(v) ∈ L(v) for each vertex
v). So the concept of total weight choosability put edge weight choosability and vertex
choosability of graphs in a same framework.

For bipartite graphs, (1, k)-choosable is strictly stronger than edge-weight k-choosable.
For example, it is easy to verify that a path of length 3 is edge-weight 2-choosable but
not (1, 2)-choosable. However, for connected non-bipartite graphs G, (1, k)-choosable is
equivalent to edge-weight k-choosable. Assume G is an edge-weight k-choosable connected
non-bipartite graph and L is a (1, k)-list assignment of G. We show that G has a proper total
L-weighting. If L(i) = {0} for all vertices i, then G has a proper total L-weighting. Assume
L(i) = {a} for some non-zero real number a. Let W = (i, e1, j1, e2, j2, . . . , e2k, j2k, e2k+1, i)
be a odd length closed walk containing i. Let L′(i) = {0}, L′(e2i+1) = {s + a/2 : s ∈
L(e2i+1)} and L′(e2i) = {s− a/2 : s ∈ L(e2i)}, and let L′(z) = L(z) for remaining vertices
and edges z. It is easy to verify that G has a proper total L-weighting if and only if G has
a proper total L′-weighting. By repeating this process, we obtain a (1, k)-list assignment
L∗ with L∗(i) = {0} for every vertex i, and G has a proper total L-weighting if and only if
G has a proper total L∗-weighting. As G is edge-weight k-choosable, we know that G has
a proper total L∗-weighting, and hence G has a proper total L-weighting.

Thus Conjecture 2 implies Conjecture 1, and they are equivalent for connected non-
bipartite graphs.

Conjectures 1, 2 and 3 all remain open and seem to be difficult. As weakenings of these
conjectures, the following conjectures were proposed in [26].

Conjecture 4 There are constants k, k′ such that
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(A) every graph is (k, k′)-choosable.

(B) every nice graph is (1, k′)-choosable.

(C) every graph is (k, 2)-choosable.

(A), (B), (C) are indeed three conjectures. Each of (B) and (C) is stronger than (A),
(B) and (C) seem to be independent of each other.

The list version of total weighting of graphs also received considerable attention [6-10,
13-15,17-21,24-27]. (A) was confirmed in [28], where it was shown that every graph is (2, 3)-
choosable. (B) remained open for a decade, and was recently confirmed by Cao [7]. With
a novel application of real analysis to this combinatorial problem, Cao proved that every
nice graph is (1, 17)-choosable. (C) remains open.

In this paper, using the tools developed in [7], we prove the result stated in the title.

Theorem 1 Every nice graph is (1, 5)-choosable.

The proofs for the (2, 3)-choosability of all graphs in [28], the (1, 17)-choosability of
all nice graphs in [7] and the (1, 5)-choosability of all nice graphs in this paper all use
Combinatorial Nullstellensatz, and hence are all about algebraic choosabilities.

2 Algebraic total weight choosability

We denote by N and N+ the set of non-negative integers and the set of positive integers,
respectively. For m,n ∈ N+, let C[x1, x2, . . . , xn]m be the vector space of homogeneous
polynomials of degree m in variables x1, . . . , xn over the field C of complex numbers. Let
Mm,n(C) be the vector space of m× n matrices with entries in C.

For a finite set E, let

NE = {K : E → N}, and NEm = {K ∈ NE :
∑
e∈E

K(e) = m}.

For K ∈ NE , let

xK =
∏
e∈E

xK(e)
e .

Let
K! =

∏
e∈E

K(e)!.

For K,K ′ ∈ NE , we write K ≤ K ′ if K(e) ≤ K ′(e) for each e ∈ E.
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Given a polynomial P , we denote the coefficient of the monomial xK in the expansion
of P by

coe(xK , P ).

Let
mon(P ) = {xK : coe(xK , P ) 6= 0}.

Given a graph G = (V,E), let

P̃G({xz : z ∈ V ∪ E}) =
∏

{i,j}∈E,i<j

 ∑
e∈E(i)

xe + xi

−
 ∑
e∈E(j)

xe + xj

 .

Assign a real number φ(z) to the variable xz, and view φ(z) as the weight of z. Let P̃G(φ)
be the evaluation of the polynomial at xz = φ(z). Then φ is a proper total weighting of G
if and only if P̃G(φ) 6= 0.

It follows from Combinatorial Nullstellensatz that if
∏
z∈V ∪E x

K(z)
z ∈ mon(P̃G) (note

that P̃G is a homogeneous polynomial, and all the non-vanishing monomials are of the
highest degree), and |L(z)| ≥ K(z) + 1 for some K ∈ NE∪V , then G has a proper total
L-weighting.

Definition 1 A graph is said to be algebraic total weight (k, k′)-choosable (algebraic (k, k′)-

choosable for short) if xK =
∏
z∈V ∪E x

K(z)
z ∈ mon(P̃G) for some K ∈ NE∪V|E| with K(i) < k

for each vertex i and K(e) < k′ for each edge e.

The goal of this paper is to prove that every nice graph is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable.

Thus we restrict to monomials of the form xK =
∏
e∈E x

K(e)
e of P̃G. For this purpose, we

omit the variables xi for i ∈ V and consider the following polynomial:

PG({xe : e ∈ E}) =
∏

{i,j}∈E,i<j

 ∑
e∈E(i)

xe −
∑
e∈E(j)

xe

 .

Definition 2 Assume G = (V,E) is a graph and K ∈ NE. We say K is sufficient for G if
there exists K ′ ∈ NE|E| such that K ′ ≤ K and xK

′ ∈ mon(PG).

Then we have the following observation.

Observation 1 A graph G = (V,E) is algebraic (1, b + 1)-choosable if and only if there
exists K ∈ NE such that K is sufficient for G and K(e) ≤ b for e ∈ E.
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Given a matrix A = (aij)m×n, define a polynomial

FA(x1, . . . , xn) =
m∏
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijxj .

Given a graph G = (V,E), let CG = (cee′)e,e′∈E , where for e = {i, j} ∈ E, i < j,

cee′ =


1, if e′ is adjacent with e at i,

−1, if e′ is adjacent with e at j,

0, otherwise.

It is easy to verify that
PG = FCG

.

For a square matrix A = (aij)n×n, the permanent per(A) of A is defined as

per(A) =
∑
σ

n∏
i=1

aiσ(i),

where the summation is over all permutations σ of {1, 2, . . . , n}.

For A ∈ Mm,n(C), for K ∈ Nn and K ′ ∈ Nm, A(K) denotes the matrix whose columns
consist of K(i) copies of the ith column of A, and A[K ′] denotes the matrix whose rows
consist of K ′(i) copies of the ith row of A.

For a graph G = (V,E), let AG = (aei)e∈E,i∈V , where for e = {s, t} ∈ E, s < t,

aei =


1, if i = s,

−1, if i = t,

0, otherwise.

and let BG = (bei)e∈E,i∈V , where

bei =

{
1, if i is incident to e,

0, otherwise.

It is known [5, 7, 26, 27] and easy to verify that for K ∈ Nnm,

coe(xK , FA) =
1

K!
per(A(K)), (1)

and for K ∈ Nmm,

CG = AGB
T
G, and CG(K) = AGBG[K]T , (2)
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and hence

coe(xK , PG) =
1

K!
per(CG(K)) =

1

K!
per(AGBG[K]T ). (3)

To calculate the permanent of AGBG[K]T , we consider more generally the permanent
of AB∗ for two matrices A,B ∈ Mm,n(C), where B∗ is the conjugate transpose of B (so
B∗ = BT when B is a real matrix).

We can write AB∗ as

(b11col1(A) + . . .+ b1ncoln(A), . . . , bm1col1(A) + . . .+ bmncoln(A)).

For σ ∈ [n]m, let Mσ be the matrix

(b1σ(1)colσ(1)(A), . . . , bmσ(m)colσ(m)(A)).

As permanent is linear with respect to its columns, we have

per(AB∗) =
∑

σ∈[n]m
per(Mσ).

For K = (ki)i∈[n] ∈ Nnm, let

S(K) = {σ ∈ [n]m : |σ−1(i)| = ki}.

Note that for σ ∈ S(K),

per(Mσ) =

 m∏
j=1

bjσ(j)

 per(A(K)).

As
∑

σ∈S(K)

∏m
j=1 bjσ(j) = coe(xK , FB), we have

∑
σ∈S(K)

per(Mσ) =

 ∑
σ∈S(K)

m∏
j=1

bjσ(j)

per(A(K)) = coe(xK , FB)per(A(K)).

As per(A(K)) = K!coe(xK , FA), we have

per(AB∗) =
∑
K∈Nn

m

coe(xK , FB)per(A(K)) =
∑
K∈Nn

m

K!coe(xK , FB)coe(xK , FA).

Note that C[x1, . . . , xn]m is a complex vector space with basis {xK : K ∈ Nnm}. For
f(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ C[x1, . . . , xn]m,

f(x1, . . . , xn) =
∑
K∈Nn

m

coe(xK , f)xK .
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So {coe(xK , f) : K ∈ Nnm} are the coordinates of f with respect to this basis. We define an
inner product in this vector space as

〈f, g〉 =
∑
K∈Nn

m

K!coe(xK , f)coe(xK , g).

Thus
per(AB∗) = 〈FA, FB〉.

Consequently,

coe(xK , PG) =
1

K!
per(CG(K)) =

1

K!
per(AGBG[K]T ) =

1

K!
〈FAG

, FBG[K]〉. (4)

It follows from the definition that

FAG
=

∏
e={i,j}∈E,i<j

(xi − xj), and FBG[K] =
∏

e={i,j}∈E,i<j

(xi + xj)
K(e).

For simplicity, for a finite subset E of
(N
2

)
, K ∈ NE , let

QE =
∏

e={i,j}∈E,i<j

(xi − xj), and HK
E =

∏
e={i,j}∈E,i<j

(xi + xj)
K(e).

So FAG
= QE and FBG[K] = HK

E , where E is the edge set of G.

Definition 3 For K ∈ NE, let WK
E,m be the complex linear space spanned by

{HK′
E : K ′ ≤ K,K ′ ∈ NEm}.

It is obvious that there exists K ′ ∈ NE|E| such that K ′ ≤ K and 〈QE , HK′
E 〉 6= 0 if and

only if there exists F ∈WK
E,|E| such that 〈QE , F 〉 6= 0.

We shall frequently use the following easy observation.

Observation 2 If Fi ∈WKi
E,mi

for i = 1, 2, then

F1F2 ∈WK1
E,m1

WK2
E,m2

= WK1+K2
E,m1+m2

.

Summing up the discussions above, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1 Assume G is a nice graph and K ∈ NE. The following are equivalent:

1. K is sufficient for G.

2. 〈HK′
E , QE〉 6= 0 for some K ′ ≤ K.

3. 〈F,QE〉 6= 0 for some F ∈WK
E,|E|.

4. per(CG(K ′)) 6= 0 for some K ′ ≤ K, K ′ ∈ NE|E|.
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3 A key lemma

Definition 4 Assume G = (V,E) is a graph and J is a subset of V . We denote by

1. EJ,1 the set of non-isolated edges in G− J .

2. EJ,2 the set of isolated edges in G− J .

3. EJ,3 the set of edges with exactly one end vertex in J .

4. EJ,4 the set of edges with both end vertices in J .

For i = 1, 2, let GJ,i be the subgraph with edge set EJ,i and vertex set VJ,i = V (EJ,i) =
∪e∈EJ,i

e (where each edge is a set of two vertices), GJ,4 has vertex set J , GJ,3 has vertex
set V (G) (GJ,3 and GJ,4 may contain isolated vertices).

Note that GJ,1, GJ,2, GJ,4 are pairwise vertex disjoint, and E is the disjoint union of
EJ1, EJ,2, EJ,3, EJ,4.

Figure 1: An example of edge sets EJ,1, EJ,2, EJ,3, EJ,4.

By a subgraph family of G, we mean a multi-set F of subgraphs of G. There can be
many copies of a same subgraph in F . If F is a subgraph family of G and k is a positive
integer, then kF is the subgraph family of G in which each subgraph in F occurs k times.
If H is a subgraph of G which has multiplicity m in F , then H has multiplicity km in kF .

Definition 5 Assume J is a subset of V .

1. An EJ,2-covering family CJ,2 is a family CJ,2 = {Ce : e ∈ EJ,2} of |EJ,2| edges, where
for each e ∈ EJ,2, Ce is an edge in EJ,3 adjacent to e, i.e., sharing one end vertex
with e.
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2. An EJ,3-covering family CJ,3 is a family CJ,3 = {P1, P2, . . . , Pk} of paths whose end
vertices are distinct vertices in J , such that the following hold:

(i) For each pair i, j of distinct vertices in J , there is an even number of even length
paths in CJ,3 connecting i and j, and an even number of odd length paths in CJ,3
connecting i and j.

(ii) For each j ∈ J ,
dCJ,3(j) ≥ 2dGJ,3

(j),

where dCJ,3(j) is the number of paths in CJ,3 with j as an end vertex.

3. An EJ,4-covering family CJ,4 is a family CJ,4 = {Ce : e ∈ EJ,4} of |EJ,4| closed walks,
where for each e ∈ EJ,4, Ce is a closed walk of odd length containing e.

4. A J-covering family C is the union

C = CJ,2 ∪ CJ,3 ∪ CJ,4

of an EJ,2-covering family, an EJ,3-covering family and an EJ,4-covering family.

In the applications below, paths in CJ,3 consist of edges from EJ,3∪EJ,2 and have lengths
2 or 3, and closed walks in CJ,4 are triangles consisting of two edges from EJ,3 and one edge
from EJ,4.

Definition 6 For a subgraph H of G, let KH ∈ NE be the characteristic function of E(H),
i.e.,

KH(e) =

{
1, if e ∈ E(H)

0, if e ∈ E(G)− E(H).

For a family H of subgraphs of G,

KH =
∑
H∈H

KH .

Lemma 2 (Key Lemma) Assume G = (V,E) is a graph, and J is a subset of V , C is a
J-covering family. If K ∈ NE is sufficient for GJ,1, then K +KC is sufficient for G.

We shall prove Lemma 2 in Section 6. In the next two sections, we use this lemma to
prove Theorem 1. First we have the following easy corollary.

Corollary 1 Assume G = (V,E) is a graph, J is a subset of V . If GJ,1 is algebraic (1, b+1)-
choosable, and there exists a J-covering family C such that KC(e) ≤ b for e ∈ E −EJ,1 and
KC(e) = 0 for e ∈ EJ,1, then G is algebraic (1, b+ 1)-choosable.
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Proof. As GJ,1 is algebraic (1, b + 1)-choosable, there exists K ∈ NE such that K(e) ≤ b
for e ∈ EJ,1 and K(e) = 0 for e /∈ EJ,1 and K is sufficient for GJ,1. Let C be a J-covering
family such that KC(e) ≤ b for e ∈ E − EJ,1 and KC(e) = 0 for e ∈ EJ,1. By Lemma 2,
K + KC is sufficient for G. As K(e) + KC(e) ≤ b for every edge e, we conclude that G is
algebraic (1, b+ 1)-choosable.

Note that if G has an isolated edge, then for any subset J of V , there is no J-covering
family.

4 Every nice graph is algebraic (1, 6)-choosable

This section proves that every nice graph is algebraic (1, 6)-choosable. The proof of this
result is simpler than that of Theorem 1, but contains the ideas of how to find a good subset
J and construct a required J-covering family.

For a graph G = (V,E) and a subset J of V , EJ,i and GJ,i are as defined before.

Definition 7 For i ∈ V − J , if NGJ,3
(i) = {j}, then i is called a private neighbour of j

(in GJ,3).

Definition 8 We say J ⊆ V is a good subset if J 6= ∅ and the following hold:

J1 GJ,4 has maximum degree at most 1.

J2 GJ,3 has no isolated edges.

J3 Each vertex j ∈ J has at most one private neighbour.

J4 For each edge e = {j, j′} ∈ EJ,4, there is a vertex ie ∈ V − J with {j, j′} ⊆ NGJ,3
(ie)

and none of j, j′ has a private neighbour. Moreover, ie 6= ie′ for distinct edges e, e′ ∈
EJ,4.

J5 For any edge e ∈ EJ,2, each end vertex i of e has at least one neighbour in J .

Lemma 3 A nice graph G has a good subset.

Proof. Choose a maximum independent set J of G so that GJ,3 has minimum number
of isolated edges. If GJ,3 does have an isolated edge {i, j}, with i ∈ V − J, j ∈ J , then
J ′ = (J − {j}) ∪ {i} is also a maximum independent set, and GJ ′,3 has fewer number of
isolated edges, contrary to our choice of J . So GJ,3 has no isolated edges.

Let j1, j2, . . . , jt be vertices in J that have more than one private neighbours. For
l = 1, . . . , t, let Sl be the set of private neighbours of jl. Note that Sl induces a complete
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graph in G, for otherwise, say il, i
′
l ∈ Sl are two non-adjacent vertices in G, then (J−{jl})∪

{il, i′l} is a larger independent set of G, contrary to our choice of J . Also S1, S2, . . . , St are
pairwise disjoint. Let S be a maximum independent set of G[S1 ∪ S2 ∪ . . . ∪ St]. As each
Sl induces a complete graph, |S ∩ Sl| ≤ 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
S = {i1, i2, . . . , is}, where s ≤ t and il ∈ Sl.

Let J ′ = J ∪ S. Then for l = 1, 2, . . . , s, {il, jl} is an isolated edge in GJ ′,4. Moreover,
none of il, jl has a private neighbour. Indeed, since every vertex in V − J has at least one
neighbour in J , we conclude that il has no private neighbour. On the other hand, vertices
in Sl − {il} are adjacent to both il, jl, so none of them is a private neighbour of jl. Other
neighbours of jl in V − J remain to be non-private neighbour of jl.

For l = s + 1, . . . , t, each vertex in Sl is adjacent to some vertices in S ⊆ J ′. So jl has
no private neighbours in GJ ′,3.

For l = 1, 2, . . . , s, let i′l ∈ Sl − {il}. Then {il, jl} ⊆ NGJ′,3(i′l).

As J is a maximum independent set, for any edge e ∈ EJ ′,2 each end vertex i of e has
at least one neighbour in J ⊆ J ′. So J ′ is a good subset of V .

Lemma 4 Assume G = (V,E) is a nice graph and J is a good subset of V . Then there
exists a J-covering family C for J such that KC(e) ≤ 5 for e ∈ E −EJ,1 and KC(e) = 0 for
e ∈ EJ,1.

Proof. Let J be a good subset of V . Let

I = {i ∈ V − J : dGJ,3
(i) ≥ 2}.

For each i ∈ I, we construct a path family Pi as follows:

Assume
NGJ,3

(i) = {ji,1, ji,2, . . . , ji,ti}.

If i = ie for an edge e = {j, j′} ∈ EJ,4, then we order vertices in NGJ,3
(i) so that ji,1 = j

and ji,ti = j′. Let Pi be the path family consisting of the paths Pi,l = (ji,l, i, ji,l+1). for
l = 1, 2, . . . , ti−1.

Otherwise let Pi be the path family consisting of the paths Pi,l = (ji,l, i, ji,l+1). for
l = 1, 2, . . . , ti, where we let ti + 1 = 1. (See Figure 2.)

Let
C′J,3 = ∪i∈IPi and CJ,3 = 2C′J,3.

Note that if ti = 2 and i 6= ie for any edge e ∈ EJ,4, then Pi consists of two copies of
the path (ji,1, i, ji,2).
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Figure 2: The path family Pi, (a) for i = ie for an edge e ∈ EJ,4, (b) for other i ∈ I.

Now we show that CJ,3 is an EJ,3-covering family. Since CJ,3 = 2C′J,3, any j, j′ ∈ J is
connected by an even number of even length paths and an even number of odd length paths
(indeed, each path in CJ,3 constructed above has length 2, so the number of odd length
paths connecting j and j′ is 0).

For CJ,3 to be an EJ,3-covering family, we need dCJ,3(j) ≥ 2dGJ,3
(j). This means that

for each contribution of 1 to dGJ,3
(j), there should be a corresponding contribution of 2 to

dCJ,3(j).

Assume i ∈ I and NGJ,3
(i) = {ji,1, ji,2, . . . , ji,ti} (ti ≥ 2).

If i = ie for an edge e = {j, j′} ∈ EJ,4, then none of ji,1, ji,ti has a private neighbour.
For l = 1, ti, the edge {i, ji,l} contributes 1 to dGJ,3

(ji,l), and contributes 2 to dCJ,3(ji,l); for
2 ≤ l ≤ ti − 1, each edge {i, ji,l} contributes 1 to dGJ,3

(ji,l), and contributes 4 to dCJ,3(ji,l),
as there are 4 paths ending with edge {i, ji,l}, namely, two copies of Pi,l−1 and Pi,l.

If i 6= ie for any e ∈ EJ,4, then for 1 ≤ l ≤ ti, each edge {i, ji,l} contributes 1 to
dGJ,3

(ji,l), and contributes 4 to dCJ,3(ji,l), for the same reason as above.

The extra contribution of 2 to dCJ,3(ji,l) from the edge {i, ji,l} is used to compensate a
possible edge {i′, ji,l} for which i′ is a private neighbour of ji,l. Note that if i′ is a private
neighbour of ji,l, then this edge contributes 1 to dGJ,3

(ji,l), but there is no path in CJ,3 using
the edge {i′, ji,l}. So the contribution of the edge {i′, ji,l} to dCJ,3(ji,l) is 0.

In case i = ie for an edge e ∈ EJ,4, then none of ji,1, ji,ti has a private neighbour, for
l = 1, ti. It suffices for each edge {i, ji,l} making contribution 2 to dCJ,3(ji,l).

Otherwise, as each vertex j ∈ J has at most 1 private neighbour, and when j has a
private neighbour, then j has at least one non-private neighbour (since GJ,3 has no isolated
edges), we conclude that dCJ,3(j) ≥ 2dGJ,3

(j) for all j ∈ J . Hence CJ,3 is an EJ,3-covering
family.

For any edge e = {i, j} with i ∈ V −J and j ∈ J , e is contained only in paths in Pi. By
the construction of Pi, there are at most 2 paths in Pi that contain the edge e, and hence
4 paths in CJ,3 that contain the edge e. Moreover, for e = {j, j′} ∈ EJ,4, for e′1 = {ie, j}
and e′2 = {ie, j′}, there is only one path in Pie that contains e′1 and one path in Pie that
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contains e′2. Hence there are only 2 paths in CJ,3 that contains each of e′1, e
′
2.

Let
E′ = {{ie, j}, {ie, j′} : e = {j, j′} ∈ EJ,4}.

Therefore

KCJ,3(e) =


4, if e ∈ EJ,3 − E′,
2, if e ∈ E′,
0, if e /∈ EJ,3.

For e = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2, let Ce = {i1, j1} be an arbitrary edge in EJ,3 incident to i1.
(Since J is a good subset, i1 has a neighbour in J , so such an edge Ce exists). Then
CJ,2 = {Ce : e ∈ EJ,2} is an EJ,2-covering family (see Figure 3).

Figure 3: The path families Pi1 and Pi2 , and the edge Ce′ = {i1, ji1,1} for the edge
e′ = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2. (The figure illustrates the case that t1 = t2 = 3.)

For each edge e = {j, j′} ∈ EJ,4, let Ce be the closed walk (ie, j, j
′, ie) (which is a

triangle). Then CJ,4 = {Ce : e ∈ EJ,4} is an EJ,4-covering family.

If e ∈ EJ,3 is contained in Ce′ for some e′ ∈ EJ,4, then e ∈ E′, and hence

KCJ,3(e) = 2, and KCJ,4(e) = 1, and KCJ,2(e) ≤ 1.

Hence KC(e) ≤ 4.

If e ∈ EJ,3 − E′, then

KCJ,3(e) ≤ 4, and KCJ,4(e) = 0, and KCJ,2(e) ≤ 1.

Hence
KC(e) ≤ 5.

Therefore
KC(e) ≤ 5 ∀e ∈ E − EJ,1, and KC(e) = 0 ∀e ∈ EJ,1.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4 and Lemma 2.

14



Theorem 2 Every nice graph is algebraic (1, 6)-choosable.

Proof. The proof is by induction on the number of edges of G. We may assume G is
connected. If G has no edges, then the theorem holds trivially. Assume G = (V,E) has m
edges and the theorem holds for any graph with fewer edges. Let J be a good subset of V .
As GJ,4 has maximum degree at most 1, we know that J 6= V (G), and EJ,4 6= E(G). Let C
be a J-covering family for which KC(e) ≤ 5 for e ∈ E−EJ,1 and KC(e) = 0 for e ∈ EJ,1. By
the induction hypothsis, GJ,1 is algebraic (1, 6)-choosable. By Corollary 1, G is algebraic
(1, 6)-choosable.

5 Every nice graph is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable

In this section, we prove the the following result, which implies Theorem 1.

Theorem 3 Every nice graph is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable.

Assume Theorem 3 is not true, and

• G = (V,E) is a counterexample with minimum number of vertices.

• J is a good subset of V of minimum size.

Following the proof of Theorem 2, it suffices to construct a J-covering family C so that
KC(e) ≤ 4 for e ∈ E − EJ,1 and KC(e) = 0 for e ∈ EJ,1.

For the J-covering family C constructed in the proof of Lemma 4, it is easy to verify
that the following conclusion holds:

1. If e ∈ EJ,2 ∪ EJ,1, then KC(e) = 0.

2. If e ∈ EJ,4, then KC(e) = 1.

3. If e ∈ EJ,3 is an edge of Ce′ for some e′ ∈ EJ,4, then KC(e) ≤ 4.

4. If e 6= Ce′ for any e′ ∈ EJ,2, then KC(e) ≤ 4.

5. If e = Ce′ for some edge e′ ∈ EJ,2 and e /∈ Ce′ for any e′ ∈ EJ,4, then KC(e) ≤ 5.

We will modify the construction of the EJ,3-covering family CJ,3 and choose an EJ,2-
covering family more carefully so that for the resulting J-covering family C, KC(e) ≤ 4,
even if e = Ce′ for some e′ ∈ EJ,2.
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Assume e′ = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2, and e = Ce′ = {i1, j}. In the proof of Theorem 2, the edge
{i1, j} ∈ EJ,3 may contribute 4 to dCJ,3(j). As we observed in the proof of Lemma 4, only a
contribution of 2 is needed to compensate the contribution of {i1, j} to dGJ,3

(j). The extra
contribution of 2 is used to compensate the contribution of a possible edge {i′, j} ∈ EJ,3 for
which i′ is a private neighbour of j.

1. If j does not have a private neighbour, then the extra contribution of 2 is not needed,
and possibly we can remove two paths in Pi1 which use the edge e = {i1, j} so that
KCJ,3(e) drops to 2.

2. If j does have a private neighbour, then an extra contribution of 2 to dCJ,3(j) is
needed. However, j may have more than 1 non-private neighbours, and we only need
a single contribution of 2 to compensate that private neighbour. We may select only
one non-private neighbour i of j to make an extra contribution of 2 to dCJ,3(j), and
for the other non-private neighbour i′ of j, again we can remove two paths in Pi′ that
use the edge e = {i′, j} so that KCJ,3(e) drops to 2.

3. If we can reduce KCJ,3(e) to 2 for all those edges e for which KCJ,2(e) = 1, then we
have KC(e) ≤ 4 for all edges e.

This is exactly what we shall do. First we prove some results about the structure of the
graph GJ,3.

Definition 9 Assume {i, j} ∈ EJ,3 with j ∈ J . If j has a private neighbour and i is the
only non-private neighbour of j, then we call j a special neighbour of i.

Lemma 5 If i ∈ V − J has a special neighbour, then dGJ,3
(i) ≤ 2.

Proof. Assume dGJ,3
(i) ≥ 3 and j is a special neighbour of i. We show that J ′ = J − {j}

is a good subset of V . It is easy to see that EJ ′,2 ⊆ EJ,2, and if {i1, i2} ∈ EJ ′,2, then each
of i1, i2 has at least one neighbour in J ′. Moreover, if {i′, j′} ∈ EJ ′,3, then i′ is a private
neighbour of j′ in GJ ′,3 if and only if i′ is a private neighbour of j′ in GJ,3. So each of the
condition of being a good subset is easily verified. This contradicts the choice of J .

Lemma 6 For the graph G, the following hold:

1. G does not have a degree 1 vertex adjacent to a degree 2 vertex.

2. G does not contain two adjacent degree 2 vertices.
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Proof. (1) Assume G has a degree 1 vertex v adjacent to a degree 2 vertex u. If G′ =
G − {u, v} has an isolated edge, then it is easy to see that G − {u, v} is a single edge and
hence G is path of length 3, which is known to be algebraic (1, 3)-choosable. Assume G′

has no isolated edges. By the minimality of G, G′ is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable. Assume

K ′ ∈ NE(G′)
|E(G′)| such that per(CG′(K

′)) 6= 0 and K ′(e) ≤ 4 for e ∈ E(G′). Let e1 = {u, v}
and e2 = {u,w}, where w is a vertex in G′. Let K ∈ NE|E(G)| be defined as K(e) = K ′(e)

for e ∈ E(G′) and K(e1) = K(e2) = 1. It is easy to verify that per(CG(K)) 6= 0. Hence G
is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable.

(2) Assume G has two adjacent degree 2 vertices v and u. If G′ = G − {u, v} has an
isolated edge, then by using (1), we conclude that G′ is either a C4 or a triangle {u, v, w} plus
a degree 1 vertex adjacent to w. It is easy to verify the graph is algebraic (1, 3)-choosable.
Assume G′ has no isolated edges. By the minimality of G, G′ is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable.

Assume K ′ ∈ NE(G′)
|E(G′)| such that per(CG′(K

′)) 6= 0 and maxK ′ ≤ 4. Let e1 = {u, v},
e2 = {u,w}, e3 = {v, w′}, where w,w′ are (not necessarily distinct) vertices in G′. Let
K ∈ NE|E(G)| be defined as K(e) = K ′(e) for e ∈ E(G′) and K(e1) = 2,K(e2) = 1 and

K(e3) = 0. It is easy to verify that per(CG(K)) 6= 0. Hence G is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable.

Lemma 7 Assume e = {i, i′} ∈ EJ,2. If NGJ,3
(i) ≥ 2, then i has at least 2 non-special

neighbours in J .

Proof. Assume i has at most one non-special neighour in J . Since i has at least 2 neighbours
in J , we know that i has a special neighbour j ∈ J . Let i′′ be the private neighbour of j.
By Lemma 5, dGJ,3

(i) = 2. As {i, i′} is an isolated edge in G− J , we know that dG(i) = 3.
Let j′ be the other neighbour of i in J . Let G′ = G−{i, j}. Then G′ and G are as depicted
in Figure 4.

Figure 4: The graph G and G′.

If G′ has an isolated edge e, then e must be incident to i′, i′′ or j′. If e is incident to
exactly one of i′, i′′ and j′, say e = {i′, w}, then G has a degree 1 vertex w adjacent to a
degree 2 vertex i′, contrary to the discussion above.
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If e connects two of i′, i′′ and j′, say e = {i′, i′′}, then G has two adjacent degree 2
vertices i′, i′′, again contrary to the discussion above.

So G′ has no isolated edges. By the minimality of G, G′ is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable.
By (4), there exists K ′ = (k′e)e∈E′ ∈ NE′|E′| with K ′(e) ≤ 4 for all e ∈ E′ such that

per(CG′(K
′)) 6= 0.

Let K ∈ NE|E| be defined as

K(e) =


K ′(e), if e ∈ E′,
3, if e = e1,

1, if e = e2,

0, if e ∈ {e3, e4}.

Then

CG(K) =

 CG′(K
′) ? 0

0 1 0

? 0 J

 ,
where J is a 3× 3 all 1 matrix, whose rows are indexed by e2, e3, e4 and its columns are all
indexed by e1. The middle row is indexed by e1 and the middle column is indexed by e2.

(The ? in the upper-middle of CG(K) is an |E′|×1 matrix, and the ? in the left-bottom
of CG(K) is a 3× |E′| matrix, whose entries are unknown).

Therefore K ∈ NE|E| has K(e) ≤ 4 for all e ∈ E and per(CG(K)) 6= 0. By (4) again, G

is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Lemma 7.

Definition 10 An assignment for J is a mapping τ : J → V − J such that for each j ∈ J ,
τ(j) is a non-private neighbour of j.

Since GJ,3 has no isolated edges, and each vertex j ∈ J has at most one private neigh-
bour, it follows that if j has a private neighbour, then j has a non-private neighbour. So
an assignment for J always exists.

Definition 11 An assignment τ for J is good if for any i ∈ V (GJ,2) with dGJ,3
(i) ≥ 2, i

has a neighbour j ∈ J such that either j has no priviate neighbour or τ(j) 6= i.

Lemma 8 There is a good assignment for J .
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Proof. Let I = {i ∈ V − J : dGJ,3
(i) ≥ 2}. Let H be the edge labeled multi-graph with

vertex set I and in which i, i′ ∈ I are joined by |NGJ,3
(i) ∩ NGJ,3

(i′)| parallel edges, and
these edges are labeled by vertices in NGJ,3

(i) ∩ NGJ,3
(i′). For j ∈ J , let Ej be the set

of edges in H labeled by j (which induce a clique). Note that Ej = ∅ if j has only one
neighbour i in V − J , and in this case, i is a non-private neighbour of j.

For i, i′ ∈ V (H), dH(i, i′) denotes the distance between i and i′.

Let B be a connected component of H.

Assume B contains a vertex i such that either i /∈ V (GJ,2) or i has a neighbour j ∈ J
which has no private neighbour. Let D be an orientation of B in which i is the only sink
vertex and for each j ∈ NGJ,3

(B), the sub-digraph D[Ej ] of D induced by Ej is transitive
tournament.

For j ∈ NGJ,3
(B), let τ(j) = i′, where either Ej = ∅ and i′ is the only non-private

neighbour of j, or Ej 6= ∅, i′ is the sink in the transitive tournament D[Ej ].

For any i′ ∈ B ∩ V (GJ,2) with dGJ,3
(i′) ≥ 2, either i′ = i and hence i′ has a neighbour

j ∈ J which has no priviate neighbour, or i′ has an out-going edge e in D. In the latter
case, assume e is labeled by j ∈ J , then i′ is a non-private neighbour of j and τ(j) 6= i′.

Assume for each i ∈ B∩V (GJ,2) and every neighbour j ∈ J of i has a private neighbour.
By Lemma 7, each vertex i ∈ B has at least two non-special neighbours j ∈ J .

We construct a cycle C in B as follows: Starting from an arbitrary vertex i1, go to the
next vertex i2, where {i1, i2} is an edge labeled by j1. Assume we arrived at a vertex it
and the edge {it−1, it} is labeled by jt−1. Since it has at least two non-special neighbours,
let jt be a non-special neighbours of it which is distinct from jt−1. If jt is a non-special
neighbour of it′ for some t′ ≤ t− 1, then C = (it′ , it′+1, . . . , it) is a cycle in B, in which all
edges of the cycle are labeled by distinct labels. Otherwise, let it+1 be any vertex of B so
that the edge {it, it+1} is labeled by jt. Continuing this process, we will construct a cycle
C = (i1, i2, . . . , iq) in B (possibly a 2-cycle), such that all edges of C are labelled by distinct
vertices of J .

Assume the edge connecting it and it+1 is labeled by jt. Let τ(jt) = it. Orient the
remaining edges of B as follows: Assume {i1, i2} is an edge in B. If dH(i2, C) < dH(i1, C)
then orient the edge as (i1, i2). If dH(i2, C) = dH(i1, C) then orient the edge arbitrarily,
subject to the condition that for any j ∈ NGJ,3

(B)−{j1, j2, . . . , jq}, the sub-digraph induced
by edges in Ej is a transitive tournament. Note that in this orientation, every vertex in
B − {i1, i2, . . . , iq} has an out-going edge. For j ∈ NGJ,3

(B)− {j1, j2, . . . , jq}, let τ(j) = i′,
where Ej = ∅ and i′ is the only non-private neighbour of j, or Ej 6= ∅, i′ is the sink in
D[Ej ].

For the same reason as in the previous paragraph, for any i ∈ B ∩ V (GJ,2), i has a
neighbour j ∈ J such that i is a non-private neighbour of j and τ(j) 6= i.

Process each component B of H as above, we obtain a good assignment τ for J .
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Lemma 9 There is a J-covering family C such that KC(e) ≤ 4 for e ∈ E − EJ,1 and
KC(e) = 0 for e ∈ EJ,1.

Proof. The EJ,4-covering family is constructed as in the proof of Lemma 4.

The construction of the EJ,3-covering family CJ,3 is modified below.

For i ∈ I which is not incident to edges in EJ,2, we construct Pi as in the proof of
Lemma 4.

Assume e′ = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2 and dGJ,3
(i1), dGJ,3

(i2) ≥ 2. Assume NGJ,3
(i1) =

{ji1,1, ji1,2, . . . , ji1,t1} and NGJ,3
(i2) = {ji2,1, ji2,2, . . . , ji2,t2}. Assume τ is a good assign-

ment for J and τ(ji1,1) 6= i1, τ(ji2,1) 6= i2.

Case 1 ji1,t1 = ji2,t2 .

Let Pi1 consists of the paths Pi1,l = (ji1,l, i1, ji1,l+1) for l = 1, 2, . . . , t1 − 1. Let Pi2
consists of the paths Pi2,l = (ji2,l, i2, ji2,l+1) for l = 1, 2, . . . , t2, where we let t2 + 1 = 1 in
the indices. (See Figure 5.)

Let e = Ce′ = {i1, j1}.

Figure 5: The path families Pi1 and Pi2 for an edge e′ = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2 with ji1,t1 =
ji2,t2 , and the edge Ce′ = {i1, ji1,1} for the edge e′ = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2. (The figure
illustrates the case that t1 = t2 = 3.)

In Case 1, the edge {i1, ji1,t1} contributes 1 to dPi1
∪Pi2

(ji1,t1) (and hence contributes 2 to
dCJ,3(ji1,t1)) and the edge {i2, ji1,t2} contributes 2 to dPi1

∪Pi2
(ji1,t1) (and hence contributes

4 to dCJ,3(ji1,t1)). Note that ji1,t1 = ji2,t2 .

So there is enough contribution from {i1, ji1,t1} and {i2, ji1,t2} to dCJ,3(ji1,t1) to compen-
sate the contribution to dGJ,3

(ji1,t1) from a possible private neighbour of ji1,t1 .

Case 2 ji1,t1 6= ji2,t2 .

In this case, instead of constructing Pi1 and Pi2 , we construct Pi1,i2 as follows:

• for l = 1, 2, . . . , t1 − 1, Pi1,i2 contains the path Pi1,l = (ji1,l, i1, ji1,l+1).

• For l = 1, 2, . . . , t2 − 1, Pi1,i2 contains the path Pi2,l = (ji2,l, i2, ji2,l+1).
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• Pi1,i2 contains the path Pi1,i2 = (ji1,t1 , i1, i2, ji2,t2). (See Figure 6.)

It is easy to verify that

KPi1,i2
(e) = 1, ∀e ∈ {{i1, ji1,1}, {i2, ji2,1},

and
KPi1,i2

(e) = 2,∀e ∈ {{i1, ji1,2}, . . . , {i1, ji1,t1}, {i2, ji2,2, . . . , {i2, ji2,t2}}.

Figure 6: The path family Pi1,i2 for an edge e′ = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2, and the edge
Ce′ = {i1, ji1,1} for the edge e′ = {i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2. (The figure illustrates the case that
t1 = t2 = 3.)

Let
E′J,2 = {{i1, i2} ∈ EJ,2 : ji1,t1 6= ji2,t2}.

Let I ′ = I − V (E′J,2).

Let
C′J,3 = (∪i∈I′Pi) ∪ (∪{i1,i2}∈E′J,2Pi1,i2), and CJ,3 = 2C′J,3.

For each edge {i1, i2} of EJ,2, let Ce′ = {i1, ji1,1}. Here vertices inNGJ,3
(i1) are labeled as

in the discussion above of Case 1 and Case 2. By the discussion above, for e = Ce′ = {i1, j1},
we have KCJ,3(e) = 2 and hence KC(e) ≤ 4.

If dGJ,3
(i1) = 1 or dGJ,3

(i2) = 1, say NGJ,3
(i1) = {j}, then for the EJ,3-covering family

CJ,3 constructed above, KCJ,3(e) = 0 for e = {i1, j}. Let Ce′ = e. Then KC(e) = 1.

For the J-covering family C constructed above, we have KC(e) ≤ 4 for e ∈ E−EJ,1 and
KC(e) = 0 for e ∈ EJ,1. This completes the proof of Lemma 9.

Since G is a minimum counterexample to Theorem 1, GJ,1 is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable.
Following the proof of Theorem 2, using Lemma 9 instead of Lemma 4, we conclude that
G is algebraic (1, 5)-choosable, contrary to our assumption that G is a counterexample to
Theorem 3. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.
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6 Proof of Lemma 2

To prove Lemma 2, we need to find F ∈WK+KC
E,|E| so that

〈F,QE〉 6= 0.

Note that E is the disjoint union of EJ,1, EJ,2, EJ,3 and EJ,4. So

QE = QEJ,1
QEJ,2

QEJ,3
QEJ,4

.

Let mi = |EJ,i| for i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

We shall find

F1 ∈WK
E.m1

, F2 ∈W
KCJ,2
E,m2

, F3 ∈W
KCJ,3
E,m3

, F4 ∈W
KCJ,4
E,m4

,

and let F = F1F2F3F4. Since C = CJ,2 ∪ CJ,3 ∪ CJ,4, it follows that

F = F1F2F3F4 ∈WK+KC
E,|E| .

For an edge e = {i, j} of G, let Fe = xi + xj . The polynomial F1 will follow from the
assumption of the lemma (explained below). Each of the polynomials F2, F3, F4 will be a
product of linear combinations of Fe’s for the edges in the subgraphs in CJ,2, CJ,3 and CJ,4,
respectively.

Recall that in the definition of a (J, 3)-covering family CJ,3, it is required that for each
j ∈ J ,

dCJ,3(j) ≥ 2dGJ,3
(j).

For j ∈ J , let dj = dCJ,3(j) − 2dGJ,3
(j). Let E′j = {{il, j} : l = 1, 2, . . . , dj} (parallel edges

are allowed, i.e., il need not be distinct vertices ). Let

E′J,3 = EJ,3 ∪ (∪j∈JE′j).

Lemma 10 Assume E ⊆ E′ ⊆
(
[n]
2

)
and K ∈ NE′. If there exists F ∈ WK

E,|E′| for which

〈F,QE′〉 6= 0, then there exists F ′ ∈WK
E,|E| such that

〈F ′, QE〉 6= 0.

Proof. Let G′ = (V,E′), which is obtained from G by adding edges in E′ − E. Assume
|E′| = m and |E′|− |E| = k. Now 〈F,QE′〉 6= 0 implies that there exists K ′ ∈ NEm such that
K ′ ≤ K and per(CG′(K

′)) 6= 0.

Note that CG′(K
′) is an m×m matrix. For each set I of k columns of CG′(K

′), let MI

be the k × k submatrix of CG′(K
′) consisting of the columns in I and the rows indexed by
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edges in E′ − E. Let M ′I be the |E| × |E| submatrix of CG′(K
′) obtained by deleting the

rows and columns of MI . We have

per(CG(K ′)) =
∑

per(MI)per(M ′I)

where the summation is over all choices I of k columns of CG(K ′). So per(M ′I) 6= 0 for
some choice I. The matrix M ′I equals CG(K ′′) for some K ′′ ≤ K ′ ≤ K. So there exists
F ′ ∈WK

E,|E| such that 〈F ′, QE〉 6= 0.

In Lemma 10, it is crucial that F ∈ WK
E,|E′| (not in WK

E′,|E′|). The added edges add
more constraint inequalities, but do not add more variables. By using Lemma 10, in the
following, we assume that for each j ∈ J , dCJ,3(j) = 2dGJ,3

(j).

Definition 12 The polynomials F1, F2, F3, F4 are constructed as follows:

1. By our assumption, K is sufficient from GJ,1. So there exists F1 ∈WK
E,m1

such that

〈F1, QEJ,1
〉 6= 0.

2. Recall that for each edge e ∈ EJ,2, Ce is an edge in EJ,3 adjacent to e. Let

F2 =
∏

e∈EJ,2

FCe ∈W
KCJ,2
E,m2

.

3. For each path P ∈ CJ,3, if the two end vertices of P are i and j, with i < j, we let
s(P ) = i and t(P ) = j. Let `(P ) be the length of P (i.e., the number of edges in P ),
and for l = 1, . . . , `(P ), let el(P ) be the lth edge of P . Let

F3 =
∏

P∈CJ,3

(xs(P ) + (−1)`(P )−1xt(P )) =
∏

P∈CJ,3

`(P )∑
l=1

(−1)l−1Fel(P ) ∈W
KCJ,3
E,m3

.

4. For each e = {j1, j2} ∈ EJ,4, choose je ∈ {j1, j2}. Let Ce ∈ CJ,4 be the odd cycle
containing e. For l = 1, · · · , `(Ce), let el(Ce) be the lth edge of Ce, and and we
choose the starting vertex of Ce so that e1(Ce) and e`(Ce) are the two edges of Ce
incident to je. Let

F4 =
∏

e∈EJ,4

xje =
∏

e∈EJ,4

1

2

`(Ce)∑
l=1

(−1)lFel(Ce) ∈W
KCJ,4
E,m4

.

It remains to show that

〈F1F2F3F4, QEJ,1
QEJ,2

QEJ,3
QEJ,4

〉 6= 0. (5)
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In the construction of F4, we need to choose je ∈ {j1, j2} for each edge e = {j1, j2} ∈
EJ,4. The choice is not arbitrary. It suffices to prove that there exists a choice so that
Inequality (5) holds.

Observe that F1 and QEJ,1
are polynomials in variables {xi : i ∈ V (GJ,1)}, and none of

the other polynomials in (5) involves variables in {xi : i ∈ V (GJ,1)}. Therefore

〈F1F2F3F4, QEJ,1
QEJ,2

QEJ,3
QEJ,4

〉 = 〈F1, QEJ,1
〉〈F2F3F4, QEJ,2

QEJ,3
QEJ,4

〉.

By assumption, 〈F1, QEJ,1
〉 6= 0. So it suffices to show that 〈F2F3F4, QEJ,2

QEJ,3
QEJ,4

〉 6= 0.

Note that QEJ,2
is a polynomial with variables in {xi : i ∈ V (GJ,2)}. None of F3, F4

involves variables in {xi : i ∈ V (GJ,2)}. For e ∈ EJ,2, Ce = {ie, je} ∈ CJ,2, ie ∈ V (GJ,2) and
je ∈ J . Thus

F2 =
∏

e∈EJ,2

xie + F ′

where F ′ is a polynomial of degree |EJ,2| with each monomials contains positive power
of some variable xj for j ∈ J . Since QEJ,2

has degree |EJ,2|, the contribution of F ′ to
〈F2F3F4, QEJ,2

QEJ,3
QEJ,4

〉 is zero. Thus

〈F2F3F4, QEJ,2
QEJ,3

QEJ,4
〉 = 〈

∏
e∈EJ,2

xie , QEJ,2
〉〈F3F4, QEJ,3

QEJ,4
〉.

It is easy to see that

〈
∏

e∈EJ,2

xie , QEJ,2
〉 = coe(

∏
e∈EJ,2

xie , QEJ,2
) = ±1.

So it remains to show that
〈F3F4, QEJ,3

QEJ,4
〉 6= 0.

For each edge e ∈ EJ,3, let je ∈ J be the end vertex of e in J . Then

QEJ,3
=

∏
e∈EJ,3

xje + F ′,

where each monomial of F ′ has a positive power of some variable xi with i ∈ V (G)− J . As
F3F4 are polynomials in variables {xj : j ∈ J}, the contribution of F ′ to 〈F3F4, QEJ,3

QEJ,4
〉

is zero. So
〈F3F4, QEJ,3

QEJ,4
〉 = 〈F3F4, QEJ,4

∏
e∈EJ,3

xje〉.

Assume for j, j′ ∈ J , j < j′, CJ,3 consists of 2t+jj′ even length paths connecting j and j′,

and 2t−jj′ odd length paths connecting j and j′. It follows from the definition that

F3 =
∏

j,j′∈J,j<j′
(xj − xj′)

2t+
jj′ (xj + xj′)

2t−
jj′ .
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Since for each j ∈ J , dCJ,3(j) = 2dGJ,3
(j), it follows that∏

e∈EJ,3

xje =
∏

j,j′∈J,j<j′
(xjxj′)

t+
jj′+t

−
jj′ .

Let

φ =
∏

j,j′∈J,j<j′
(xj − xj′)

2t+
jj′ (xj + xj′)

2t−
jj′ , and ψ =

∏
j,j′∈J,j<j′

(xjxj′)
t+
jj′+t

−
jj′ .

Recall that in the definiton of F4, we need to choose je ∈ {j1, j2} for each edge e = {j1, j2}
of EJ,4. For any choice, the polynomial F4 is a monomial of QEJ,4

, and any monomial of
QEJ,4

corresponds to F4 determined by one such choice. Therefore to prove Lemma 2, it

suffices to show that there is a monomial xK of QEJ,4
such that

〈φxK , ψQEJ,4
〉 6= 0.

This follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 11 For any R(x) ∈ C[x1, . . . , xn], there exists xK ∈ mon(R(x)) such that

〈φxK , ψR(x)〉 6= 0.

In the proof of Lemma 11, we need to use another inner product in the complex vector
space C[x1, . . . , xn]m, which is defined as follows:

(f, g) =
∑
K∈Nn

m

coe(xK , f)coe(xK , g).

Assume P = (p1, . . . , pn), Q = (q1, . . . , qn) ∈ Nnm. It is straightforward to verify that

(xP , xQ) = (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0

n∏
j=1

eipjθj
n∏
j=1

eiqjθjdθ1 . . . dθn =

{
1, if P = Q,

0, otherwise.

Hence the inner product (f, g) can be alternately defined as

(f, g) = (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0
f(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)g(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)dθ1 . . . dθn. (6)

The following lemma follows easily from the definitions of the two inner products.
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Lemma 12 Assume f, g ∈ C[x1, . . . , xn]m. Let f̃ ∈ C[x1, . . . , xn]m be a polynomial such
that for each xK ∈ mon(g), coe(xK , f̃) = 1

K!coe(xK , f). Then

〈f̃ , g〉 = (f, g).

Proof of Lemma 11 Assume mon(R(x)) = {xKi : i = 1, 2, . . . , l} and R(x) =
∑l

i=1 αix
Ki .

Assume to the contrary that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ l,

〈φ(x)xKi , ψ(x)R(x)〉 = 0.

Then for any (βi)1≤i≤l ∈ Cl,

〈φ(x)

l∑
i=1

βix
Ki , ψ(x)R(x)〉 = 0.

Note that for 1 ≤ i ≤ l, ψ(x)xKi is also a monomial, which we denote by xK̃i . Then

mon(ψ(x)R(x)) = {xK̃i : i = 1, . . . , l}.

Claim 1 There exist (βi)1≤i≤l ∈ Cl such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l,

coe

(
xK̃j , φ(x)

l∑
i=1

βix
Ki

)
=

1

K̃j !
coe

(
xK̃j , φ(x)R(x)

)
.

Assume Claim 1 is true. By Lemma 12,

〈φ(x)

l∑
j=1

βjx
Kj , ψ(x)R(x)〉 = (φ(x)R(x), ψ(x)R(x)).

However, let T =
∑

j<j′,j,j′∈J t
+
jj′ , we have

(−1)T (φ(x)R(x), ψ(x)R(x))

= (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0
(−1)Tφ(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)ψ(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)|R(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)|2dθ1 . . . dθn

= (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0

∏
j,j′∈J,j<j′

(
−(eiθj − eiθj′ )2

eiθjeiθj′

)t+
jj′

(
(eiθj + eiθj′ )2

eiθjeiθj′

)t−
jj′

|R(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)|2dθ1 . . . dθn

= (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0

∏
j,j′∈J,j<j′

(
2− 2 cos(θj − θj′)

)t+
jj′

(
2 + 2 cos(θj − θj′)

)t−
jj′ |R(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)|2dθ1 . . . dθn

> 0,
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a contradiction.

It remains to prove Claim 1. Let A = (aij)l×l, where for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l,

aij = (φ(x)xKi , ψ(x)xKj ) = (φ(x)xKi , xK̃j ) = coe(xK̃j , φ(x)xKi).

Let b = ( 1
K̃i!

coe(xK̃i , φ(x)R(x)))1≤i≤l. Claim 1 is equivalent to say that there exists β ∈ Cl

such that
Aβ = b.

Thus to prove Claim 1, it suffices to show that A is non-singular. We prove this by showing
that yAy∗ 6= 0 for any non-zero y ∈ Cl. For any non-zero vector y ∈ Cl, let

Fy(x) =

l∑
i=1

yix
Ki .

Then

yAy∗ =
∑

1≤i,j≤l
yiyj(φ(x)xKi , ψ(x)xKj )

= (φ(x)Fy(x), ψ(x)Fy(x))

= (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0

∏
i,j∈J,i<j

(eiθi − eiθj )2t
+
ij (eiθi + eiθj )2t

−
ij

(eiθieiθj )t
+
ij+t

−
ij |Fy(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)|2dθ1 . . . dθn

= (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0

∏
i,j∈J,i<j

(
(eiθi − eiθj )2

eiθieiθj

)t+ij ((eiθi + eiθj )2

eiθieiθj

)t−ij
|Fy(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)|2dθ1 . . . dθn

= (−1)T (2π)−n
∫ 2π

θ1=0
. . .

∫ 2π

θn=0

∏
i,j∈J,i<j

(2− 2 cos(θi − θj))t
+
ij (2 + 2 cos(θi − θj))t

−
ij

|Fy(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn)|2dθ1 . . . dθn.

So yAy∗ > 0 if T is even and yAy∗ < 0 if T is odd. In any case, yAy∗ 6= 0. This completes
the proof of Claim 1, as well as Lemma 11.
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